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P. 0. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450 

AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 

Dear Sirs: 

In response to the Office Action of April 22, 2005, please amend the above-identified 
application as follows: 

Amendments to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims, which begins on page 2 of this 
paper. 

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 8 of this paper. 



INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 

Claims 1-18 and 23-33 are pending in the present application. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-1 1 and 24 have been rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Blelloch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,768,594) in view of 
Schlansker et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,710,912) and further in view of Krishna et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,161,173) and further in view of Akkary et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,493,820). 

Claim 8 has been rejected by the Examjner under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Blelloch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,768,594) in view of Schlansker et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,710,912) and further in view of Krishna et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,161-173) and 
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fiither in view of Akkary et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,493,820) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Nguyen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,961 ,628). 

Claims 12 and 13 have been rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Blelloch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,768,594) in view of Schlansker et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,710,912) and further in view of Krishna et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,161,173) and 
futher in view of Akkary et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,493,820) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Narayanaswami (U.S. Patent No. 5,973,705). 

Claims 3, 14-18 and 23 have been rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Blelloch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,768,594) in view of Schlansker et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,710,912) and further in view of Krishna et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,161,173) and 
futher in view of Akkary et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,493,820) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Naini et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,209,083). 

Claims 25-33 have been rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Akkary et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,493,820). 
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